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NARRATIVE, &c. 

But little need be said by way of introduction to the Documents which 
are lie re suMnitted to tbe judgment of the Christian public, but especially 
to Orthodox Congregational isfa ; as the Documenis will interpret themselves. 
It may be proper to state, however, that this method of bringing our 
grievances to the notice of our brelhten of the Church of the Puritans, was 
not decided upon by the signers of the letter of April 37th to Rev. Dr. 
Cheever, until we wre virtually denied by th Ch h th ppottunity of 
a personal presentation of the reasons which p mpf d h tl Iter. 

All (he bHsiness meetings of the church 1 Id b q t t the delivery 
of the letter to Dt. Cheever, and prior to the i t M t e were inform- 
al ; not having been convened in accordant h th p ions of the 
Standing Rules. To have presented ourselv b f th f those meet- 
ings, with statements of so grave a character as tho.e we now make, would 
have been a. consent on our part to proceed contrary to our fundamental 
law. This we certainly would not do ; especially as at these very meet- 
ings, illegal in themselves, our brethren of the majority were loud in their 
complaints of the ecclesiastical irregularily of our letter to the pastor. As 
between us, if our action was irregular, all that can be said of it is, that it 
was ipeciilatively so ; theirs was a violation of plain, written law. 

We could not bring our reasons before the church at the Annual Meet- 
ing, as the whole time, even until neat midnight, was spent in a struggle — 
fruitless, it proved to be— against what we felt to be a violation of our rights 
under the Standing Rules. 

At the special meeting, convened on our call on July 16th, we were not 
permitted to place our communication before the church, nor would the 
chufch even pledge itself to hear us at a future, fised day. Two reasons, 
chiefly, were assigned by the speakers of the majority for this denial. The 
first was the absence of the pastor. But the pastor himself, four days pre- 
vious, read the call for the meetlftg. Whatever may have been the occasion 
of his absence, we were not responsible therefor. Their other reason was, 
that the church had already, in effect passed judgment upon us ; and we 
had no claim to be heard. To which, our brief reply is, that if they had 
done so, it was without investigation or trial. And to both of these reasons 
we make liie further reply, that when Dr. Cheever placed the letter- in the 
hands of the chu ch, he in terms committed the whole matter to them, and 
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they assumed and acted upon this trust at the Annual Meeting. The 
church was therefore competent to act on our communication, according to 
their own virtual acknowledgment. 

We now give a summary of the proceedings of the church, connected 
with this matter, including those Bf the meeting of July !6th. 

The letter to Dr. Cheever, bearing date April 37, 1857, (which is recited 
on page 17,) was presented to him on Monday, May 1 1th, by a Committee of 
the signers, who indicated to hira the medium through which we would look 
for his reply. The reason for the delay in presenting the letterta him, after 
it was prepared and signed, was that the Sabbath immediately preceding 
was the regular Communion season, with the solemnities of which we had 
no disposition, in any manner, to interfere. 

Dr. Clieever disregarded our intimation as to a reply ; but on the ensuing 
S*bbath morning. May 17th, at the usual time for reading notices, he in- 
formed the church that he had received a letter from seventeen members, 
which in his judgment called for the action of the church, and he therefore 
invited all the members t« be present in tlie Lecture Room on Monday eve- 
ning, the 18th, urging the attendance both of males and females. The 
former only, by our Rules, are entitled to vote. 

The result of this announcement was to draw together not only those 
members of tho church whose faces arc familiar in our social meetings, but 
others, whom we could not so readily recognise ; nor these alone, but very 
many of the congregation, and strangers also, who either heard, or were in- 
formed, of the notice. 

After the meeting was opened by prayer. Dr. Cheever said, that the object 
of the meeting was to consider and take action upon a document that he had 
recently received, signed by seventeen members of the church. The docu- 
ment he characterized as irregular, and not in accordance with ecclesiastical 
rule ; but said that he had determined to throw it upon the church, in 
whose lore and confidence he implicitly relied. 

Mr. William C. Oilman having been called to the chair, Mr. F. E. Mather 
asked attention to the Rule relative to special business meetings, urging that 
the church had been irregularly convened. No attention being paid to his 
remonstrance, he asked thit his protest be entered on the records. 

Immediately on the readmg of the letter to Dr. Cheever, Miv Charles 
Abemethy offered the following resolution : 

"Resolved, That our pastor, Rev. George B. Cheever, D. D.,has our en- 
tire and undiminished confidence and affection, and we hereby express our 
desire and determination that he continue in his present position as pastor of 
this church." 

To which Mr. Elisha (?. Wilcox oflered the following amendment : 
"That Christian charity, the peace of the church, and the development of 
the truth, all rei;[uire>that the signers of the letter produced by Dr. Cheever 
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be requested to present to him a written statement of the reasons which in 
tlieir judgment caU for a dissolution of the present pastoral relation ; and iii 
case that Dr. Cheever should not regard the same when presented, as re- 
quiring such dissolution, that he be and hereby is requested to unite with 
said signers and caU at an early day a pouneil according to Congregational 
usage, to which all raaWers of dissatisfaction concerning the relation of pas- 
tor and people may be submitted." 

After considerable discussion, in which the irreeularity of the letter lo Dr. 
Cheerer was the principal topic, the question was taken on Mr. Wilcox's 
amendment, and it was declared lost by a division, 20 ayes to 48 nays. 

Mr. Mather here called attertion to the 14th Standing Rule, which forbids 
the adoption of any resolution at the same meeting at which It is introduced ; 
and proTides for its final consideration at the next regular meeting. 

Rev. I, P. Warren (who had recently joined the Church,) moved to sus- 
pend this Standing Rule; but the Chair decided that the motion to suspend 
couid only be received as a substitute for the original resolution of Mr. 
Abernethy ! 

The question waa then called for on Mr. Abernethy's resolution, which 
was taken, and the resolution adopted without dissent—the minority de- 
clining to vote. 

An attempt was made by Rev. C. J. Warren, (a member of a few months 
standing,) to introduce a resolution reflecting on the signers of the letter to 
Dr. Cheever, but after discussion it was withdrawn, A conciliatory resolution 
offered by Dr. Bail was adopted in its stead, and the meeting adjourned. 

After the usual religious services on the morning of Sabbath, May 34th, 
Dr. Cheever read a call for a special meeting of the church for business, on 
theensuingTuesday evening, the 25th-Bo the notice, doubtless an inad- 
vertance, as Tuesday was the 36th. 

This call was addressed to the Clerk, but was never placed in his hands, 
nor was the meeting convened by his instrumentality, as provided by our 
Standing Rutes. Subsequent investigation disclosed the fact, that the call 
had only been made out and signed on the Saturday evening preceding the 
Sabbath. The brethren who had the movement in hand, endeavored to find 
the Clerk on themorning of the Sabbath when the call was read, but he was 
not to be found. He had teft the city at five o'clock the day previous on m 
absence of two or three days. • 

As the informality of the subsequent proceedings rests mainly on the fact 
of this call not having been properly made, and as the objection raised by us 
has been pronounced trivial and technical, it may be well here to show the 
necessity for this Rule, and the du^ of adherence to its provisions. 

The Clerk holds the records of the church. He knows who are, and 
who are not, members. He.thus stands guard, as it were, to prevent the 
first intrusion of wrong. It is not a BufBcient answer that the members of 
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the church are acquainteil with each other. However this may be in small 
country parishes, this is not so in our city churches. Here the constant 
changes which are taking place, additions and withdrawals by letter, render 
this general acquaintance impossiljle. We have nothing to rely upon but 
our records, and of these, the Clerk is the custodian. Hence the propriety 
of the Rule. 

If, as is asserted, the Rule be so trivial as not to require a strict compli- 
ance with its provisions, then it should have no place in the I'onstitution. 
On this theory, it serves no other purpose than to blind and delude those 
who conscientiously look to the Constitution for guidance in their ecclesias- 
tical duties and relations. But in all associations which profess to be gov- 
erned by law, forms are things; sometimes, things of a vnostvital character. 
Forms are but the media through which principles act. The cry against 
technicalities, is that of an unreasoning mind. The disregard of adjusted 
forms unsettles every social and civil relation. And we have now the evi- 
dence amongst ourselves, that church relations may be equally thrown into 
anarchy and confusion by the contempt and disregard of rules and modes of 
action to which all have given their assent. It is by such disregard that 
minorities are oppressed, and the arbitrary will of majorities is made to su- 
percede the provisions of written law. Indeed the only security which mi- 
norities have, is the faithfulness of majorities to theii self-imposed obligations. 

Thus much we deem it right to say, for the strenuousness with which we 
have opposed the informal, arbitrary proceedings of our brethren of the ma- 
jority. 

According then, to the irregular notice from the pulpit, on the 21th of 
May, the church organized for business after the prayer meeting on the 
evening of Tuesday, the 36tli. Dr. A. S. Ball was appointed Chairman. 

Mr. E. W. Chester opened the business of the evening by stating that 
the object of the meeting was to prepare for the Annual Meeting, when the 
officers of the church were to be elected. He therefore moved that a Com- 
mittee be appointed to nominate these officers. 

Mr. R. N. Havens obj cted to the passage of the Resolution, as it would 
be a departure from the uniform practice of the church during the entire 
eleven years of its existence, and its practical operation would bo to tlirow 
the appointment of the officers into the hands of the two or three brethren 
who might chance to compose the nominating Committee. 

Mr. Seth B. Hunt off«ed an amendment to the effect that a Committee 
of three be appoin»ed to report at the next annual meeting what amendments 
to the Standing Rules, are, in their opinion, expedient ; and also to submit 
the names of suitable pers ns Tor the office of deacons, as well as a list of 
officers for the ensuing yeft. 

In explanation, Mr. Hunt said that the present condition of tlie church 
called for some actioij ; and it was, he believed, generally conceded that il 
would be necessary to appoint addUioaat Deaoous. 






Mr. Havens inquired, what was the object aimed at^ Was it in cootem- 
plation merely to alter the number of Deacons; to throw out the present 
brethren and put others in tjieir places; or to change the tenure of the 
office? Aa to adding to the number, that could be done by Resolution. If 
the object were to alter the terms ot the Deaconate, lie trusted that tht! 
church would vote down that proposition. Our present Rule was adopted 
after long and earnest discussion, the pastor of the church having done 
more to ensure its adoption, than any one member of Uie church. He could 
see no good reason at the present time for this subversion of our Rules. 

Mr. Hunt said, that although Dr. Cheever had thus labored for the esiat- 
mg Rule, yet his experience for the past year led him to regret it ; and he, 
Mr Hunt, was authorized to say that Dr. Cheever had now changed his 

After further discussion, the motion as modified for the appointment of a 
Committee to report amendments to the Standing Rules &c., was carried. 

Mr. E. W. Chester then read a list of proposed amendmenfs to the Rules ■ 
in submitting which, he said that he did not believe that the Deacons now 
represented the church, but that he would not propose to remove them, but 
to add to their nunibers. 

Mr. Hunt expressed his astonishment, and ignorance of these propositions 
of Mr. Chester ; and moved a reference of the paper to the Committee just 
appointed, which was done. 

The Committee, as finally arranged, consisted of Messrs. Charles Aber- 
nethy, E. W. Chester and Charles R. Harvey. The meeting then adjourned 
to meet on Tuesday evening, June 9nd. 

The adjourned meeting was held on the 2d of June, Dr. Ball in the chair. 

Mr. Chester, from the Committee appointed May 20th, presented an ab- 
stract of the amendments proposed by the Committee to the Standing Rules : 
closing with the remark, that at the Annual Meeting the Committee would 
give their reasons for action under the present emergency. They also de- 
ferred reporting a list of nominees until that o 



The Annual Meeting was duly held on Thursday evening, June 4th. 

Its proceedings are so fully set forth in the letter to members of the 
church which is hereinafter submitted from the signers of the communication 
to Dr Cheever of April 27, t)«t it is deemed unnecessary here to enlarge 
upon them. The important fact howeve h Id b tatcd, even at the ex- 
pense of repetition, that the merits f th R port de by Mr. Chester, and 
the amendments to the Standing Ru! m d d by the Committee and 

adopted, were not considered, ev^n t Ih tt ra of one word of com- 
ment, for or against either or any of th m ^ we they read hut once ; 
and on this solitary reading, witho t th I 1 test examination thev 
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n mb however, known to be opposed to them, to have prevented their 
dopt n had they been present, being absent from the city. The struggle 

o th p t of the minority, was to induce their hrethera of the majority, 
mply t proceed according to the provisions of our Rules ; but it was all in 
an Or appeals and remonstraifces were heard ; but they were both un- 
w d and unheeded 

i f days subsequent to the Annual Meeting a printed sheet, headed 
R po t nd Action of the Church of tlie Paritans, upon, the letter addressed 
to the pastor. Rev. George B. Cheever, D. D., asking him to resign his 
pastorate," was distributed to the members of the church at one of the 
weekly social meetings, and has a!so been extensively circulated throughout 
New England. This paper purports to give the letter of April 27th, to Dr. 
Cheever, but omits the names of the signers. It also gives a copy of the 
Report signed by Messrs. Abernethy, Chester and Harvey, but omits the 
proposed amendments to our Standing Rules. 

It makes allegations respecting the signers, quite at variance with facts. 
But we are debarred from a further notice of this document, as it is put 
forth anonymously. 

With a view to ensure the preservation of the Protest of the Deacons and 
of our Letter to the clmrch on the Records, we procured a call for a special 
meeting on July 16th, by requisition of the Clerk, signed by the following 
members of the ehureh. 

Elish* C. Wilcox, William Allen, 

Eljsh4 Peck, W. S. Thoiipson, 

Samuel Churchill, J. Walter Camp, 

Wm. B. Isham, Jabeo Llnsly, M. D, 

R. N. Havens, Edward M. Morgan, 

L. N. Cowley, A. T. Dwight, 

William Wat, W. R. Do.maghe, M. D. 

O. E. Wood, J. Cooke, M. U. 

E. M. KlNOSLET, S. CoNOVEB, Jb, 

Henbt a. Hublbut, B. F. Eastman, 

Albert Chesebro, G. S. Ckapin, 

Richard Brown, E. J. Owen, 

J. K. Johnson, F. E. Mather, 

* Stephen Paul. 
This was read by the pastor, from the pulpit on Sabbath, July 13th. 

The members of the church responded to our invitation by their presence, 
and Mr. Wm. C. Oilman waj called to the chair. 

A ready and patient attention was yielded to the preliminary statements 
of Deacon Wood and to the protest of Deacons Wood, Kingsley and John- 
son, which was read by him. 






At the close, Mr. Havens asked on Lchalf of the signers of the letter of 
April 37th, that he be then permitted to lay before the church their Keasons 
for addressing that letter to the pastor. His request was denied. 

Rev. Israel P. Warren then moved that the Protest of the Deacons be 
ordered on file, and that a Committee Of five be appointed to consider and 
reply to it, if they deem it advisable. 

After considerable discussion, and various proposals to amend, this Reso- 
lution was adopted in its original form. 

Mr. Havens again renewed his application, stating that he acted by 
direction of the signers of the letter of April 27th, whose names he read, 
and asked the opportunity of submitting their Reasons to the church. 

Mr. Mather moved that the signers have leave now to present and read 
their Reasons. 

This Resolution occasioned along debate; pending which, Mr. F. W. 
King proposed an amendment to the effect that on Dr. Cheevcr's return, the 
church would receive any respectful communication these brethren might 
wish to make. 

This was opposed by several members, on the ground that it was unbe- 
coming the church to pledge itself to receive a paper, of the contents of 
which they were ignorant. 

The Rev. B. N. Martin, (who had been a member just four days,) then 
submitted the following Preamble and Resolution, as a substitute for Mr- 
King's motion ; 

"Whereas, This church has already, by a deliberate rote expressed its 
judgment upon the action of the signers of the letter which requested the 
resignation of our pastor, therefore, 

^^ " Resolved, That while as a church we are ever ready to entertain any 
proper paper or remarks which any member may desire to submit to our 
consideration, we cannot receive from those gentlemen any statement re- 
flecting upon the pastor." 

Finally, the whole subject was laid on the table by a vote of 46 to 19 ; 
quite a number of members in the minority declining to vote, in consequence 
of ihe chairman refusing to entertain a call for the ayes and noes. 

We have thus been denied the right universally recognised as fundamen- 
tal and inalienable by the civil law, of answering to the allegation of wrong 
doing. By no formal vote, either at a regular or irregular meeting, has the 
church ever intimated a wish to know why we addressed the pastor on the 
subject of his resignation. ^ TlieyHiave refused to give us any assurance that 
they would hear us at any 'future day. Yet in a variety of ways, and by dif- 
ferent speakers, they claim to have already condemned our proceeding. 

We are shut up therefore to the^necessity of using the Press to present 
to the eyes of our brethren, things to i^hich they would not open their ears. 
We do not prefer this medium of access to their understanding and their 
judgment. Having however, succeeded in bringing ourselves thus into 
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direct contact with their 
■'Judge righteous judgment." 

We precede our own Letter to the Menibei- uf llu ( hurch, and the Pro- 
test of the Deacons, with the Report of M s,srs \.l)i,r ethy, Chester and 
Harver, made at the Annual Meeting 



The Committee to whom was reterred the subject of amending tlic Stand- 
ing Rules of the Church of the Puntins, respeetlullv report :— 

That they have looked carelully at these nilea, as they have existed for 
some years. They find a small number of these in need of amendments, not 
of great importance, but yet such OS the convenient transaction of business 
seems Ic require. Indeed, the proposed amendments do little more than 
conform the rules to the practice of the church. 

The only rule of great importance, whether considered on general princi- 
ples, ot with reference to the present necessities of the church, is the one 
from which a life tenure is inferred in the deaconship. 

Such a tenure implies rule rather than representation. This is not in 
happy accordance with the fundamental constitution of Congregationalism. 
According to this all the power of the church resides in the body. Whoever 
is appointed to perform any service, acts by authority of the body, and as its 
representative. His is a delegated power, in the exercise of which he is 
responsible to his constituents, 

Theevilof a life-tenure, or a tenure which can be terminated only by a 
direct vote of displaoement — always delicate, and usually regarded as a hos- 
tile act — is that the deacons of the church often come to feel themselves a 
distinct order, having an authority beyond the functions of their office, a 
right to lead the opinion andth" action of the church, and to expect a defer- 
ence on account of their official position. In the infirmities of our nature 
this tendency is unavoidable. 

Another and cosnate evil is, that deacons, though they may represent the 
sentiment and will of the church when appointed, may cease entirely to rep- 
resent the sentiment and wishes of tlie present. 

The changes in our cities of the membership of a church are rapid, and 
deacons come to be in a very few years the representatives of a past gener- 
ation. When a large proportion of the present members have had no voice 
in their election, they are likely to look upon them as official persons, and 
not as representatives of the church in living sympathy with its pulsations. 

It is of importance to accustom as large a number of members as practica- 
ble to the discharge of the duties belonging to the deaconship. The propor- 
tion of those fitied for such duties will depend much on the demand for 
them, and the demand ^ill be increased by the necessity of periodical 

Your Committed deem it wise to render deacons ineligible for one year 
after their term expires. If eligible, a reelection will be expected, and if 
not accorded, the omission will- be i ' ' ~ 



it be cnntinned for ^ar of wounding feelings, when a change would 
be expedient. These are reasons which induce your Committee,-on general 
principles, to advise a short term of office and ineligibility. 

But there are considerations which render it specially important to apply 
these principles in this church at the present time. And your Committee 
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deem it the part of Christian frankness to declare, without disguise, yet in 
all courtesy, the reasons why they believe what is fit and wise at all times 
as to this office, is of imperative necessity in iliis chareh and at this time. 

It is well known that our deacons, without in»oking the advice, or con. 
suiting the wishes of the church, have attempted to drive its pastor toa res- 
ignation. The tetter addressed to hinf by these and others has been laid 
before the church, and, through the press, has become known to the com- 
munity. It is irregular, partisan, and unjust lo the church. Two, at least, 
of the deacons are generally understood to have been active in getting this 
up and in proouriug signatures. The church cannot safely confide in men, 
as its representatives, who thus seek, of their own will, and without the 
voice of the church, or even calling for an open expression of its wishes, to 
sunder the ties of pastor and people. 

But, aside from the impropriety of the proceeding in its very nature, there 
are objections to it at this time of gravest import. 

In tJie midst sf abounding treason against God and humanity, of silent 
consenting, or of striking hands with the oppressor, there are ministers in 
this city who stand up unfaltering in the power of irutJi and the gospel. All 
honor to such. Their outspoken words shall go down to future ages. They 
are doing their part to redeem the nation from error and falsehood and wick- 
edness and shame. They knpw too well that this redemption will never 
come from political parties without a holier fire in the heart than can be 
caught from tha fiifui torch-light of expediency. To these political parties 
present success is everything. Not so with those who proclaim to the un- 
derstanding and the heart the great truths of rightoousness. They know 
that these truths belong to God and are lasting as his throne. They fight a 
battle with a certainty of victory, though a thousand fall at their side and ten 
tliousand at their right hand. 

Among the ehanipions of right against wrong — of the oppressed against 
the oppressor — of Christian principle against selfish cupidity — the pastor of 
this church has taken a prominent stand. Here, on ifnton Square, in the 
heart of the city, he lias fought the battle against Slavery, its abettors and 
apologists, with a brave heart. With powers of logic and illustration rarely 
matched, raised up by God to do a work for the nation, for mankind, and for 
the age, he has sent his thunder-tones from the Atlantic to the Pacific — from 
our northern to our southern border — calling men to be true to themselves 
and totheit God — holding up to scorn, contempt, and loathing, tlie principles 
and sentiments which brand our nation with infamy, and make it a reproach 
among all people. His tones have reverberated beyond the Atlantic, stirring 
the best blood of the heart, wherever that heart is true to freedom. 

God has honored the pulpit of this church, by making it a great watch- 
tower for the nation. Its guardians have a duty to perform before the 
world. All eyes turn to us to inquire whether we will be faithful to our 
trust. It is ours to shield, to sustain, and to encourage the man whom we 
have placed in this pulpit. Shall we ask of a heartless despotism — of those 
who, m the stolidity of their h*rts, fear not God nor regard man — leave for 
our pastor to speak for •right, for truth, for equity^ Are we so lost to 
manly courage as to take counsel of our fears 1 

Dr. Cheever is pastor of this chareh; but he is more. His mission 
extends beyond the little precin^ of Union Square. He is a watchman 
on the walls of our American Zion, proclaiming truths to the nation — 
truths as enduring as eternity. A Tittle hamlet of Germany— a contract- 
ed parish in Edinburgh— njiglit as well have claimed Luther and Knox 
for their sole property, as this church the man who stands in its pulpit. 
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His mission extends dbjdthp t flttlp h Through 

Him and in him we d 1 t h t — th d I 1 pholding, 

sustaining, and enc g g A d t th t m t f d (y th ehurcH, 

before the eyes of Ch t d tch d d ted by th g ort and the 
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The great mistak f th fifte t ty wh h ttempted 

to remove the pasto fth h hfmh plpt dh people, is 
this, that they hav m d th m 1 d th pastor by the 

right standard— hav d d h m th b eadth, or 

height, or depth ; in ts h t p Ih t t nation's 

need. They profess t jmp thi th h h p pi d yet, bo 

far as on them depends, ihey would hush his voice m silence. They would 

?,*?', ^"'^ '''^ ^^^^'^'■y *" *'■""'' ^"' """'^ ^'^"^ '>™ froi" <"" midst. 

Well, It was possible that these mistaken brethren, acting in secret con- 
clave, might prevail. They believed they could. They attempted the 
task-whether successful or in Tain, this church must say. Dr. Cheever 
can afford to be driven out from the midst of us— to go naked, penniless, 
fnendless. Of his honor as the champion of liberty and tight— as the mes- 
senger of God to the nation— he will go unshorn. He has made a mark 
which w-e can not blot out. He has proclaimed truths which shall live when 
we are forgotten. He can afford to be driven out. Aai we, too, brethren, 
can afford to be scattered, all of us -to go down, one bv one, to the silent 
grave; or, if God so will, to be dashed by some sudden calamity, all of us 
together, from earthlv life. Pastor and people can afford to go down to- 
gether to the grave, U> be buried in the ruins of the edifice where we wor- 
ship Like a pebble dropped in mid ocean, the tiny circles marking for a 
oriel moment the place where it fell, and then ships with their living freight 
pass on, all unconscious that aught had disturbed the waters. 

But can we afford the other^ Can we afford to seem to the world false 
to ail the principles we profess to honor? Can we face the reproaches of 
the just, the brave, the large-hearted, throughout the world ? Can wc afford 
to leave our children to blush for our cowardice 1 Can we afford them the 
legacy of a dishonored name? 

Brethren, these things we can not afford. Let us gather round our pastor. 
i*t our hearts beat in unison with his, ^varming, cherishing, upholding him. 
Let us, at least, go down in memory with him to poateritj as not unworthy 
the man whom God, in his providence, has set in our midst. And so may 
God succeed us, as wr are true to Him and to the cause of tho oppressed. 



Respectfully submitted. 
New York, Thursday^June 4, 1 



E. W. Chester, 
Charles R. Hai 
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PROTEST 
Of Deacons Wood, Kingsley and Johnson. 

TO THE MEMBERS OF tHE CHURCH OP THE 
PURITANS : 

Dear Brethren :- We the undersigned, Officers of the 
Church of the Puritans, feeling ourselves aggrieved by the 
action of the Church, at its late annual meeting, in the adop- 
tion of the report signed by brothers Chester, Abernethy, and 
Harvey, and with a view to the alteration of the Standing 
Rules m accordance therewith, hereby submit to the Church 
and ask to have entered on the Record our respectful and 
solemn protest. 
We protest against said action : 

First— kt illegal, null and vrM, inasmuch as the meeting 
at which the amendments were originally proposed, was itself 
illegal, not having been properly called, by a requisition upon 
the Clerk, as expressly provided for in the rules for such 
eases, and consequently the proceeding, referred to, were in 
direct violation of the rules established by the Church for 
the transaction of business. 
We protest against it : 

Secondly— Aa retioluHonary and dangerous, being an un- 
warrantable subversion of another and fundamental article 
of the Church Constitution, (third,) by which the oiSce of 
deacon was made not less permanent than that of pastor viz ■ 
■ • The permanent officers of this Church shall be a pastor, or 
pastors and deacons." 
We protest against it : 

Thirdly— At, unjust and detrimental to a portion of the per- 
manent officers of the Citurch, vacating their offices, as it 
does, by an ei: post facto rule, without their consent, and in 
violation of the rules under which they accepted office and 
that too, without formal clftrges or trial, and with no valid 
reason for such procedure. [See Art. 10, Standing Rules.l 
We protest against it ; 
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Fourthly — As unscriptural and unchristian in virtually and 
by implication, disciplining and censuring the officers, with- 
out notification or |irivilege of trial, lor alleged offences, as 
the rules of the Church arid Christian fellowship require. 

We protest against it : 

Fiftlilij — -As singularly inconsistent and irreconcilable, not 
only with the practice and principles of this Church from its 
foundation, but especially with its action on a former occa- 
sion, when the identical rules, now subverted, (or attempted 
to be,) were, after a thorough discussion, deliberately esta- 
blished, the present pastor taking part in the discussion, and 
contributing to that result, by his earnest advocacy of the 
measure from the pulpit. 

We protest against it: 

Sixthly—As directly contrary to the well established prin- 
ciples and usages of the Congregational Churches in the 
United States, as well as to the general principles of govern- 
ment in the Christian Church, almost without exception. 

Sei:enthly — We protest against not only the leading posi- 
tion taken in the Report, but equally against the arguments 
adduced in support of it ;~against the allegation that per- 
manency of office "is not in happy accordance with the 
fundamental constitution of Congregationalism," as without 
a shadow of support either in the practice of Congregational 
Churches past or present, (with an isolated exception or two,) 
in the history of the Christian Church from the beginning, or 
in the teac':iings of the New Testament itself: 

Against the argument from the alleged difficulty of re- 
moving officers by trial and deposition for just cause, as un- 
founded in fact, and tending to establish a method of disci- 
pline, unprecedented and dangerous, and by no means recog- 
nized by our Savio* in the eighteenth chapter of Matthew : 

Against the'argument also "that it is of importance to ac- 
custom as large a number of members as practicable to the 
discharge of the duti«s belonging to the deaconship," and the 
conclusion " that the proportion of those fitted for such duties, 
will depend much on the demand for them," as degrading 
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the office a„d making it a mere object of ambition, to be 
regulated by the commercial rule of " demand and mpply ;" 
^_ In short against the consideration that life tenure implies 
rule^^ rather than •• representaaon," or representation of the 
past rather than of the "present," and others of like tenor- 
agamst those iveyrotol, not only as fallacious in themselves' 
but as aimmg a direct and fatal blow against the perma- 
nency and stability of the pastoral office itself, which, both 
m the ,Aew Testament and Congregational usage, stands pre- 
csely on the same footing as the deaconship, as respects per. 
inanency ;-a course of reasoning which virtually reduces 
the^ permanent pastor to a mere slated supply, and the office 
of deacon to that of a temporary Church committee ; and 
what IS worse, m the present instance, to a committee ineli- 
gible to re-election, however - good a degree" they may have 
" purchased to themselves." 

We jirotest against the Report further .as laboring lo place 
the brethren whom it censures in a false position beibre the 
Church and community—constantly assuming or asserting 
m opposition to fact, that they are hostile to freedom of 
speech and of the pulpit, and unwilling that the Christian 
pastor should perform his whole duty, "rightly dividing the 
word oftruth" and applying it to every species of iniquity 
among men, whether private or public. 

We protest against it likewise as wrongfully mismting the 
poMmn and mtsinterpreling the motive! of the brethren whom 
it condemns, and as unwarrantably holding up their conduct 
as factious, and their professions in respect to it as insincere 
and unworthy of eonfidenee. 

We proteH, finally, against the assumption throughout that 
the difficulties which have so unhappily arisen in the Church 
and Society had their^origH primarily or mainly in the faith- 
lulness of the pastor, in advocating the great prineinles of 
Ireedom and right ; on the contrary, we fully believe that 
his recent elforts on the subject of slavery have served not 
only to strengthen him in his position, but have prevented 
an eariier outbreak of dissatisfaction. 
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While we thus by our earnest protest oppose what we re- 
gard as wrong in the action referred to, and seek to make 
known to the brethren — with many of whom we have ko long 
walked in friendly and Ohristian intercourse — how deeply 
we feel aggrieved by it, we are disposed, nevertheless, to 
make due allowance for the widely different views which, 
through human infirmity, equally good men sometimes en- 
tertain on the same subject ; and hence would neither rashly 
judge the motives nor unnecessarily wound the sensibilities of 
those whose action we cannot but regard as hasty, inconsid- 
erate and ill advised — no less so, certainly, than that which 
ihcy assume to censure on our part — and as greatly lacking 
in that Christian courl^esy and kindness towards us, which 
it is our prayer to the Great Head of the Church, that we 
may never fail to exercise towards all who love our Lord 
Jesus Christ." 

The second standing rule of our Church provides, "that 
this Church will extend to and receive from other Evangeli- 
cal Congregational Churches that fellowship, advice and 
assistance which the laws of Christ require. It holds itself 
bound to regard the decisions of mutual councils and to seek 
the promotion of peace and brotherly love with all the Church 
of our Lord Jesus Christ." 

In accordance with this rule we ask that you will now 
unite with us in calling a mutual council at an early day, to 
which this action of the Church, so import.ant as well as un- 
just to us, may be referred. 

Requesting again th it this our solemn protest may be en- 
tered at length on the record of the Church, and wishing 
grace, mercy and peace to be multiplied to you all — 
We remain vour brethren in Christ, 

O. E. WOOD, 57 Broadway, ) 

E. M. KINGSLEY, 38 Park Place, [ Deacons. 

J. K. JOHNSON, 63 Pearl street. ) 

New York, July 7tl, 1857. 
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LETTER 

From the Signees of the Communication op Apeil 27, 1857. 

TO THE MEMBERS OF tHE CHURCH OF THE 
PURITANS. 

Dear Brethren :— On the 11th of May last, the under- 
signed, in connection with the three deacons of our Church, 
delivered to our pastor a letter, of which, for your information 
and guidance, we here give yoa a transcript. It was as 
follows : 

New York, April 27, 1857. 
R«v. George B. Cheevbr, D.D. 

Deah Sm:— The undersigned members of the church and congregation 
of the Clmreh of the Puritans, after a prayerful consideration of the condi- 
tion of the chu-ch, and its relations to yourself, are painfully convinced 
that the spiritual interests both of the pastor and the people, as well as the 
stability and prosperity of the society, will be promoted by a dissolution of 



It is not without extreme reluctance, therefore, that we now suu-gest to 
you the expediency of a tender of your resignation of the pastorate. By 
the adoption of this course, pleasant recollections of our Christian fellow- 
ship will be maintained. A dissolution, which seems to us inevitable, will 
lose its sting. The intercourse of the future, as Providence may permit it, 
will be free from painful memories of the past. 

We do not dwell on the reasons which impel us to the suggestions we 
make. It is sufficient that tlie infirmities and diversities of human nature 
often indicate separation as the rule of peace, when an enforced union could 
but result in growing alienation of heart. 

That you may not, however attribute our suggestions to the wrong 
cause, we assure you that we all sympathise in jour views of the freedom 
of the pulpit ; and the duty as well as the right, of its ministers, at proper 
times and occasions, to discuss before their people all questions affecting or 
involving moral truth. 

Erer invoking for you and yoigs the blessing of the Great Head of the 
Church, and with fervent jiraj'ers for your growing influence for good, so 
long as the Master shall spare you to work in his vineyard, 

We remain, dear sir, your friends and brethren, 
A. Chesebro, S. K. Johnson, 

J, N. BbADLEV, J, LlNSLY, M. J). 

S. i. Bacon, ■ R. N. Havens, 
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S. T. Htde, Richahd Brown, 

Stephen Paul, Chas. Tatloh, 

L. N, Cowley, William Wat, 

0. E. Wood, S. Conover, Jr, 

D. H0DGM«N, * E. J. OWEM, 

E, M. KiNGSLKT, J. Walter Camp, 
A. T. DwiGHT, Chas. H. Iskam, 
H. A. HuRLBUT, F. E. Mather. 

This letter was not sent, but affer prayerful and deliberate 
consultation. It was not the device or the act of a moment. 
The request it preferred was not the result of recent or im- 
mediately preceding occurrences. Nor was the cause of it 
to be found in a single indiscretion, a sudden, overpowering 
temptation, a solitary sermon, or in any particular series of 
pulpit discourses. 

The propriety, not to say necessity, of a change in the 
pastorate, had been for a period of two years or more, the 
subject of frequent, often of earnest remark, with members of 
the church; not only those whose names are appended to 
the letter, but with some who have been active and promi- 
nent in their opposition to the course now taken by the sign- 
ers, and with many others who have left the church rather 
than be involved in unpleasant controversies with their 
pastor. 

But the undersigned and their associate signers, believing 
that their obligations were rather to the church than to the 
pastor; that duty, however unpleasant, was imperati ve, even 
where ease prompted to its omission ; that in the service of 
Christ we are bound by our covenant relations to know no 
man after the flesh ; yet with feelings of entire kindness 
towards our pastor personally, and in language and terms 
designed to be cf^rteous and not unworthy the character of 
Christians, suggested the propriety of his tendering the resig- 
nation of his office to the church. 

Our object in communicating our views by letter was 
threefold : First, we desired to remove the impression from 
his mind, that the discontent in the church — of the existence 
of which he was aware — was not serious in its character, 
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and was restricted to two or three individuals ; second, if 
successful in convincing liim of tiiese facts, we desired tliat 
he might have the opportunity of himself initiating before 
the church the proposal for his retirement, or perchance of 
so modifying his ministrations as to remove existing difficul- 
ties, and awalien anew the love and eonlidence which ani- 
mated us all, as together we laid the foundation stones and 
raised the walls of our Bethel ; and third, we aimed to ovoid 
the public controversy, with its almost inevitable alienations 
and heart-burnings, of a church council. 

To assure his reception and consideration of the letter in 
a corresponding spirit, we presented it to him by a Commit- 
tee, who called his attention to its informal character, and 
indicated the medium through which he might reply to our 
suggestions. 

Great then was our surprise when, at the close of the 
morning service on the first ensuing Sabbath, our pastor in- 
formed not only the church, but the strangers and the indis- 
criminate congregation assembled within our walls, of his 
receipt of the letter, and invited a meeting for its considera- 
tion, in such terms and manner as could not fail to secure 
the presence of a curious and excited crowd. And such, in 
fact, was the result. And more still : a notoriety has thus 
been given to the proceedings, which, if it subserves no other 
purpose, will at least summon as spectators to the issue now 
forced upon us. Christians of all names and of every clime, 
and sinners everywhere who delight to « eat up the sins of 
God's people." The thing which we aimed to avoid is forced 
upon us; and a public exposure of the reasons which influ- 
enced us and our associates in our action has become neces- 
sary. The course whicj we designed for peace has been 
made an occasion .for strife. Whether it shall in the end 
prove that with wi.se forecast we counted the cost, or that 
we spake unadvisedly with oiir lips, is now to be determined. 
Conscious, however, of our integrity of purpose, we now 
place before you some of the facts and reasons on which we 
acted. ' 
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It has been quite magisterially charged upon us that " we 
have never measured ourselves nor our pastor by the right 
standard."* We will not stop by the way to comment on the 
self-sufficiency of the assumption manifested in the utterance . 
of this judgment ; but will give you the standard by which 
we venture to form an opinion as to the duties and obliga- 
tions of a Christian pastor. It is right that we do this here, 
as it is by this standard we have been governed in our 
actions. 

The great Apostle to the Gentiles, on his way from Phi- 
lippi to Jerusalem, when at Miletus sent for the elders of the 
Church at Ephesus. On their arrival, he gave them a charge 
as to their duties, prominent in which is this memorable in- 
junction : " Take heed, therefore, unto yourselves and to all 
the flock over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you 
overseers, to feed the flock of God, which He hajh purchased 
with his own blood;" the Apostle having in mind, it ean 
scarcely be doubted, the thrice repeated command of 
the risen Savior to the Apostle Peter, "Feed my lambs, 
Feed my sheep." 

What sheep these are that are to be fed, is plainly enough 
indicated— those over whom the Holy Ghost appoints elders 
for overseers. Small flocks they may be ; their numbers 
very few ; only lambs perchance ; yet though feeble, weak, 
few or young, being the purchase of the blood of Christ, the 
oversight and care of even such, to a rightly regulated mind, 
ought to satisfy the highest and noblest ambition. Here we 
conceive lie the duties of the Christian minister — to the flock 
over which the Holy Ghost makes him an overseer. We 
know of no rule of interpretation by which such very plain 
directions can be construed to justify the dispersion of a pas- 
tor's energies, and the extension of his mission over an area 
not even restricted by the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans, 
the Lakes of the Northland the Gulf of the South, but reach- 
ing " beyond the Atlantic ;" in short, without any restriction 

* These quotations, it may be well to note, ate from the Report which 
may be found on page 10. 
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save " the nation, mankind, the age and the world," to the 
neglect of the few souls gathered within " the precincts of 
the little parish" whence he sends forth his "thunder tones." 
Nor do we comprehend that rulp of interpretation, by which 
the calling of a miraculously anointed shepherd boy, from 
following the sheep of his father to be ruler over God's peo- 
ple, can be accommodated to sanction the soaring away of 
a Christian minister from the proper work of feeding the 
sheep and lambs over which the Holy Ghost has made him 
overseer, "to high pinnacles," thence to scatter his feed-grain 
over a nation. If we have .failed properly to " consider the 
" mission of our pastor, either in its breadth, or height, or 
" depth ; in its reach of power or the greatness of our nation's 
" need," it is because we have no other line to stretch upon it, 
no other standard by which to measure it, no other plummet 
wherewith to sound it, than such as the Apostle gives us ; 
nor have we yet seen the warrant by which he is commis- 
sioned to the nation, rather than to ourselves and our families. 
Even David laid aside the crook before he assumed the 
sceptre. 

Besides this Scriptural standard of a pastor's functions, 
equally explicit is the revealed standard of personal charac- 
ter to which he is commanded to attain. Thus writes the 
same Apostle, whose words we have already quoted, to Tim- 
othy: "The servant of the Lord must not strive, but be gentle 
to all men ; apt to teach ; patient; in meekness instructing 
those who oppose themselves," 

Taught as we have been, from the cradle to the maturity 
of life, to go " to the law and the testimony" for our rule of 
judgment in all things, we have felt it our duty, under the 
pressure of present circumstances, there to seek for guidance 
and direction. Our rule tnd authority we have thus given 
you. It is now to Be seen, in view of the facts which we 
present, whether we have misconstrued or misapplied the 
rule, or abused herein the right of private judgment. 
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ORIGIN, PROGRESS AND PRESENT CONDITION OF THE 
CHURCH or THE PURITANS. 

The Church of ihe Puritans was organized April 12, I84G, 
with forty-five members, received from seventeen churches, 
and of seven different denominations. Most of the members 
were just in the ripe vigor of their days. The majority of 
them were of New England origin. Trained up under a 
form of church government which the experience of two 
centuries and a half has proven to be peculiarly elevating on 
the individual character, teaching habits of self reliance, in- 
culcating the formation and exercise of independent judg- 
ments in all things, whether connected with the church or 
the state, alike in personal, family or social life ; they banded 
together with the determination to demonstrate the adapted- 
ness of Congregationalism to the exigencies of Christian life 
in a large city, in direct and daily contact and contrast with 
other forms of Protestant church government, which with- 
draw the administration of affairs from the whole body of 
associated members, depositing and concentrating power in 
selected and, practically, self-perpetuating agencies. They 
were one in heart and purpose. They were perfectly harmo- 
nious in their choice of a pastor. Nothing, indeed, seemed 
wanting to secure, with the presence and blessing of the Great 
Head of the Church Universal, the success, expansion and 
permanency of their enterprise. 

Dr. Cheever was installed as pastor on the I8th May, 1846. 
The site which was secured for the church edifice was un- 
surpassed by any other in the city. The concentration of the 
great thoroughfares at this point ; the rapidity with which a 
new population was then settling in the immediate vicinity ; 
and the want.of other places of public worship for their ac- 
commodation; — all gave ivarrant to the belief that the church 
would speedily be filled: In their pastor they had every con- 
fidence; nay, proud of his acknowledged abilities, they did 
not doubt that multitudes would throng to enjoy the benefit 
of his ministrations. 
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How far their expectations have been realized the follow- 
ing facts will show ; — 

In the 1st year, 1846-7, the net i 
letter and profession— dedne ting deaths and d 
In the 3d year, 1847-8, 

Do. 3d year, 1848-9, do. do. 

Do. 4th year, 1849-50, 

Do. 5th year, 1850-1, 

Do. 6th year, 1851-3, 

Do. 7th year, 1852-3, 

Do. 8th year, 1853-4, 

Do 9th year, 1854-5, 

Do. 10th year, 1855-6, 

Do. lUhyear, 1856-7, 

And at the date of our annual meeting in June, 1857, there 
were but 351 members connected with the Church ; of whom 
40, at least, were but nominally such; consisting of mission- 
aries and permanent absentees in various parts of the world. 
Of the remainder, many are not regular attendants upon the 
church services. 

The state of the congregation for the last five years, inclu- 
ding the present, is also shown by the number of pews rented 
and occupied in each year : — 



On the main floor of the hou 
In the galleries. 



148 pews. 



Total, 
In which there a 
There were pewi 
meeting in 1853, 
In 1853, 
In 1854, 
In 1855, 
In 1856, 
In 1857. 



! comfortable sittings for 1300 persons, 
in whole or in part, oceupied at the date of the annual 



It should be stated in this ccnnection, that a considerable 
number of pews were rented in the years 1855-6 and 1856-7, 
at rates verj' much under theii- assessed annual value. 

At the annual meeting of the Society in March, lS57,only 
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32 pews were occupied by their owners; wliilst 21 pews be- 
longed to persons not connected with the church. Of the 67 
pews owned by individuals, more than one half belongto those 
who sympathize wilh us. -There have never been a half dozen 
pews rented in the galleries, in any one year since ihe erection 
of the church edifice. Of the gallery pews, it mny not be amiss 
to remark, that they are lined and cushioned, and are in all 
respects as comfortable as those on the main floor. 

Not in a single year, since the formation of the church, has its 
legitimate income from the rental of pews, been sufficient for ils 
ordinary support; the total deficiency, apart from the f 3,000 
contributed to the repairs and alterations of the building, having 
been over g9,000. 

Whilst onr enterprize has thus been stagnant, if not retro- 
grading, other churches, sufficiently convenient to the popula- 
tion from whom we might reasonably expect to draw a consid- 
erable membership, have been fully maintained ; some of them, 
indeed, not being able to accommodate the members desirous of 
uniting with them. But we will institute no special or invidious 
comparisons. We rejoice in the success of these and all other 
enterprizes for building up Christ's kingdom. Our purpose is to 
ascertain the cause of our own comparalive failure. 

The inquiry will here very naturally occur, How has Ihe 
church been sustained with so small an attendance ? 

At the time of the completion of the building, there remained 
upon it a mortgage of $15,000, for part of its cost, falling due 
in 1853. Down to the same time, 1853, there had also accrued 
a debt of between $3,000 and $ifiQO, making the total debt 
over ©18,000, Principally through the indefatigable exertions 
of Tiieodore McNamee, Esq., then President of the Board of 
Trustees, but jiot now connected with the church, and of dea- 
con 0. E, Wood, this debt was paid off. Considerably more 
than one half of the amount was contributed by some of the 
signers of the letter of April ST", 1857, to Dr. Cheever, and by 
friends who sympathize 'with us in our present views and ac- 
tion. On the other hand, we cheerfully record the hberality 
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of Dr. Cheevcr himself in his contribution to the fund, and also 
the fact of his now holding three pews in the Clmrch. 

In 1855, we were again in debt over $3,000. This also was 
raised by voluntary contrihiuiong ; over two-thirds of the amount 
being paid by ourselves and friends. And again, in 1856, 
there was a deficiency to be provided for of about 83,200; of 
this about one half was given by those who are now branded as 
disorganizers. 

We would rather make no mention of these things. Ent 
when we are held up to the world ■' as mista[;en brethren, acting 
inseciet conclave," who would "drive" their pastor out "naked, 
penniless, friendless," we may confidentiy appeal to these facts, 
to rebut the unmerited reproach. 

We have at all limes rejoiced with our pastor, in whatever 
success, spiritual or temporal, has crowned our united labors. 
Hence it was, with sincere gratification, that in the spring of 
1856, one of the deacons was able to allay much of the discon- 
tent which was already manifesting itself, by referring to the 
average annual addition to the church of about 13, on profes- 
sion. It was then, too, made the subject of cnngratulation, 
that, although onr income was insufficient for [he support of 
the church, yet besides meeting the deficiency, the annual 
coillributions to objects of Christian benevolence had risen to 
over ®IO,000, chiefly through the active exertions of a few 
individuals. These statements greatly subdued the rising dis- 
affection, and the funds needed for repairs on the building were 
promptly contributed. 

Still, facts pressed upon us, leading the minds of the more 
thoughtful of our brethren to the inquiry whether our pastor 
was adapted to the work he had undertaken, of ministering 
to us in sacred things. There was a steadily diminishing at- 
tendance, both on the SSbbath and weekly services, except 
on special advertised occasions. Little or no interest was 
manifested in the church or-its pastor by the children and 
youth of the congregation.* There was a sad lack of vitality 
in the Sabbath Schools ; whicTi, indeed, were quite neglected 
by the pastor. Many of our earliest and most reliable 
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friends were leaving us ; friends on whose liberality we could 
count in all emergencies, as we could upon their presence 
whenever we met for prayer and praise. Saddest of all, too 
many were leaving, by reason of personal dissension with 
their pastor. 

-Whilst many had doubtless for some time seen and felt 
whither we were drifting, yet few would acknowledge the 
truth, even to themselves. At length, however, full expres- 
sion was given to the feeling, at a business meeting of the 
society, in the spring of 1856 ; but one individual present ex- 
pressing dissent. 

We are now led to the inquiry. What are the causes of 
this condition of our church ? 

It pains us to enter upon this investigation. To be faith- 
ful, we must refer to facts over which we would rather drop 
the mantle of oblivion. We would not open a leaf in the 
great record book of the past, whose revealings would cause 
even an emotion of regret. Yet how shall we escape or avoid 
the necessity ? We are impelled to it in self-defence. The 
cause of truth demands it. Our pastor himself, by the course 
which he has seen proper to adopt, seemingly requires it of 
us. Our duty is, first of all, to Christ and His church. The 
interests of His cause we must regard as paramount to all 
considerations of time or of earthly ties. But as we enter 
upon ihis investigation, we do not attempt to conceal from 
ourselves our own manifold shortcomings; nor do we say 
that we may not, by our own lukewarmness in the Master's 
service, too often have failed to hold up the hands of our pas- 
tor in his trials and his duties. We do not deny that too often 
have we failed in that urgency at the Throne of Grace which 
would have secured*both for him and for ourselves the bless- 
ing of the Spirit's converting and sanctifying presence. 
But whatever blame may justly attach to either or all of us, 
for want of faithfulness to our covenant obligations, this will 
neither excuse, palliate, or remove, that which has been inju- 
dicious, imprudent, neglectful or rash, in him who occupies 
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towards us the responsible relation of a minister of the Lord 
Jesus Christ. 

First, then, as to his pulpit ministrations. 
We have no Procrustean bed.by which to adjust the inlel- 
lectual and emotional nalnre of a minister of Christ. Nor, in- 
deed, would it be possible, even were it desirable, for a people 
thus to stretch or to cramp a pastor's mind or heart ; especiaily 
if he beof an active, inquiring, impressionable character. Ner- 
erlhelcss, we claim it as the right of every congregation of 
Christian believers, to see to it that their pastor does not shun 
to declare the whole counsel of God ; and that he does this in 
the spirit of Him who wept, as he announced to Jerusalem, 
" The things which belong to thy peace, are now hid from 
thine eyes!" It is the duty of the minister of Christ to proclaim 
the " severity " of God ; but none the less so, and in conjunction 
with it. His " goodness." 

Herein do we judge hes one chief cause of our pastor's want 
of success in his ministry. With all his skill in wielding the 
artillery of Sinai, and in launching forth the terrors of the law, 
he yet fails in the tender presentation of a Savior's suiFerings 
and love, and the attractions of His cross, lo dying men. 

He has been so often engaged in warfare with various politi- 
cal sins of the times, that the denunciatory style in which he has 
accustomed himself to address his audiences on these topics, 
has, insensibly perhaps to himself, come to he characteristic 
of his ordinary ministrations ; more especially, however, in 
his discourses to the indiscriminate Sabbath evening congre- 
gations. 

The habit of denunciation, like all other habits, grows, and 
at last becomes dominant, by use. And when this exists in 
combination with the faculty of ridicule and satire, it is repul- 
sive in the extreme. Sucff, unfortunately, is the case with our 
pastor. Whether it be sinners in general, or sinners in par- 
ticular, who fall under his animadversions, they may be sent 
away angry with the preacher for the scorn, the vitupera- 
tion, the ridicule, with which they have been visited, but not 
much inclined to fail in love with the truth, for the exhibition 
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of it to which they have Hsleiied. Nor has it been only liquor 
dealers, slave owners, "partisan judges," who have thus been held 
up in the pnlpit of our church as the embodiment of all that 
is unholy and unclean. Oiy Episcopal friends, who, innocently 
enough, indulge in gowns and bands, and hold to three orders 
in the ministry, have too often been remarked upon in the same 
spirit. 

Again ; no man occupying the position of a public teacher, 
that indulges in the habit to which we have referred, can fail 
sooner or later, to fancy himself a special messenger charged to 
utter forth Woe, woe, to Ihe inhabitants of earth. It is a result 
as inevitable, as that power always grasps after that just beyond 
its reach. Hence, such a man will never find satisfaction, or 
feel that his mission is fulfilled, by contracting himself to small 
spheres, or limiting himself to the guidance and instruction of 
a few of the humble onesof earth. And this diversion of mind 
to outside matters, does in fact measurably incapacitate him for 
the minor and more homeJy duties of his station. His thoughts 
being occupied with the affairs of a continent, cannot readily be 
brought down to the familiar teachings of the conference room. 
And when he attempts it, the rulingthemeof though t and of stu- 
dy, will unhappily, and often grotesquely, force itself into the very 
midst of the colloquial intercourse of the hour. Such, practi- 
cally, has been the case with our pastor. And too often, as the 
members of the church cannot fail to remember, has he come 
amongst us at the weekly lecture, manifestly unprepared for 
the duties of the occasion; filling up the allotted hour with 
rambling, unconnecled and pointless remarks ; making up for 
this want of preparation, by long, desiiUory readmgs from the 
Sacred Scriptures, prompted in his selections, apparently, by 
the marginal references, which happen to be under his eye. 

We think such ministrations unprofitable, and not at all 
calculated to edify " the body of Christ," or to win sinners to 
repentance. 

We grieve to say tfiat there have been other things in his 
public ministrations, even more objectionable still, if this be 
possible. He had used the pulpit to hold up to ridicule members 
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of his church, who have ventured to differ from him. And this, 
confessedly. It seems impossible to believe that a minister 
of Christ should thus far forget the duties and proprieties of 
his station; that, availing himielf of the immunities of a 
pulpit, where no response is allowable, he should launch forth 
his invectives against those whose hands are tied, and whose 
mouths are shut. But such is the sad truth. If he has not 
called members of the church by name, he has so far indi- 
cated them by circumstances, that their brethren could not 
fail to recognize the designation. And he has done this, as 
he has admitted, for the express purpose of driving away 
those who were obnoxious to him, or protested against his 
arbitrary, denunciatory, course, 

On Thanksgiving Day, in 1855, he spoke of one of the 
members of ihe church as "mean and contemptible," not 
mentioning his name, but under circumstances which left no 
doubt of the application. And when al'terwards, the Pru- 
dential Committee requested him to meet the offended brother 
half way, with a view to reconciliation, he refused, saying 
that it was "beneath the dignity of his station." 

After the meeting of the Society in 1856, when the money 
was subscribed to repair the church, and meet the deficiency 
of the treasury, when informed of the result of the endeavor, 
instead of expressing his thankfulness, or even congratulating 
his brethren, he replied, with peculiar emphasis of manner, 
■'Now I'll give it to them!" and on the ensuing Sabbath 
morning, occupied the attention of his hearers, with his 
" muzzled ox sermon," as it has been called, abounding 
throughout with personalities, epithets, sarcasms and vitupe- 
ration ; thoroughly succeeding in the strange work of alien- 
ating from himself the atfec ion and respect of many of his 
people. • 

Such epithets as " snakes iir the grass," "rusty old guns," 
"rats," "barnacles," "bilge Vater," are but samples of the 
epithets which in this public manner, he has applied to some 
members of the churcH, of which he is the pastor. 



-d by Google 



30 

We will not longer dwell on this unwelcome part of our 

duty. 

Second. — Such a course on the part of a pastor most natu- 
rally calls forth remonstrance on the part of church officers, 
who feel in any degree the responsibility of their position ; 
and the deacons of our church have not, in this respect, been 
unfaithful to their trust. Instead, however, of being met by 
our pastor with docility and meekness, they have been re- 
buffed and abused. In short, the language and manner of 
the pulpit to sinners, impersonally, has been applied to them 
in the parlor, personally. One of them has been repeatedly 
and violently charged to his face with "falsehood." And 
this term has been applied to him behind his back, within a 
brief hour of placing in his hands for distribution to the disci- 
ples of Christ, the emblems of His dying love. 

To another of the deacons he has applied the term " treach- 
erous," and spoken of the third as a " malicious calumniator." 
Subsequently to the delivery of the " muzzled ox sermon," 
to which we have referred, speaking of what he called " the 
few remaining disaffected ones in the congregation," he said 
that he " intended to make it too hot for them." 

We will not mutiply these evidences of his want of appre- 
ciation, not only of the common courtesies of life, but of that 
grace and suavity of speech and demeanor, so eminently 
requisite in one appointed to administer the Word to the flock 
of Christ. 

And Tliirdly, We are constrained to remark upon his as- 
sumption of arbitrary power in the administration of the af- 
fairs of the Church. 

Congregationalism is not a hierarchical despotism. It has 
no independent oriesthood. It is, in the broadest, truest 
sense of the.word, a republic ; its affairs all passing under 
the eye and review of all the members. A Congregational 
pastor may not, therefore, without arrogance, assume to him- 
self the right to originate measures of church polity, or arbi- 
trarily to set aside the directions of his church, speaking 
through its regularly appointed organs. 
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Prom the organization of our church to the prcmnt day 
there have been differences of opinion between onr members, 
as to the expediency of holdingthe second service of the Sab. 
bath on the atlenioon or the •evening. The pastor himself 
has uniformly preferred the evening; and it has been in the 
evenings, principally, that he has occupied himself with the 
exciting political topics of the day. 

At a meeting of the Prudential Committee, about the month 
of November, 1856, when the question of evening services 
was considered, and one of the officera called his attention to 
the recorded proceedings of the church directing an afternoon 
service, Dr. Cbeever replied that » he viould hme an evening 
service ; that no power on earth should stop him from preach- 
mg m the evening ; and that ii the church wanted preaching 
in the afternoon, they must get other supplies than he could 
furnish." 

And it was observed that when the service was held in the 
afternoon, by direction of the chnreh, it seemed as though he 
so conducted it as purposely to divest it of interest, in order to 
drive the church back to the evening service. 

Jusl as little heed was paid by him to the wishes of the Pru- 
dential Committee in relation to the management of the Bible 
Class, in the spring of 1856. This class had been for some 
time previous conducted by Prof Howard Crosby. Circum- 
stances seemed to indicate to him the propriety of his retit- 
uig ; but on the special request of the Committee, the pastor 
being present, he consented to continue the service Dr- 
Cbeever immediately directed the clerk of the church to noti- 
fy Prof. Crosby that he would lake charge of the class him- 
self; but the clerk declining to deliver so discourteous a mes- 
sage, directly in the facjof the resolution of the Committee 
Dr. Cheever went tg the class when in session, and there so 
conducted himself as to compel Prof Crosby at once to retire. 
Soon after, Mr- Crosby left the church. 

At the annual meeting of the church in 1S56, Dr. Cheever 
assumed the chair, without vote or invitation ; and on his 
attention being drawn'by a member present, to the Standing 
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Rule which directs the calling of the church to order by the 
clerk, and the nomination and eleclion of a moderator by 
the church, he aclinowledged the Rule, but continued 
to preside. To avoid ar public altercation, the question 
was dropped. At the same meeting, he ruled the suffi- 
ciency of a plurality of votes to elect members of the 
Prudential Committee ; and when directed to the uniform 
usage of the church to require a majority to elect, he paid no 
regard to the statement, but insisted on the correctness of his 
ruling. Under this ruling, the only member of the Prudential 
Committee who has sustained Dr. Cheever in his arbitrary 
proceedings, was then elected, by a mere plurality vote. 

Without further multiplying details, it may suffice here to 
say, that his overbearing treatment of the officers of the 
church.and utter disregard of their wishes and representations, 
has led a number of them to seek other and more congenial 
church relations. He has shown no spirit of conciliation or 
compromise, towards those who have at various times expos- 
tulated with him on his conduct. 

You will thus see. Christian brethren, that our reasons for 
addressing the letter of April 27, 1857, to Dr. Cheever, may 
be classified under four heads : 

1 The condition of the church, under his pastorale, both 

as to its numbers and its finances ; 

2 The character of his public ministrations ; 

3 His uncourteous and bitter mode of speech towards 

those who do not coincide with his administration of the duties 
of his office ; and his impatience of all admonition ; 

4 His assumption of arbitrary power, in the affairs of the 

church. ^ 

And you -will especially observe that none of these reasons 
are such as have been assigned, as prompting our communi- 
tion, by Dr. Cheever^ himself, and by Messrs. Charles Aber- 
nethy, E. W. Chester, apd Charles R. Harvey, in their Report 
presented at the recent annual meeting. 

In relation to 'the attempt made by the pastor to hold up to 
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the church and the public, the Slavery Usae, as the ground 
work of our action, we arc constrained to say that it has 
greatly excited our wonder. Of the existence of the dissatis- 
faction in the church, Dr. Cheever has been long aware. Re- 
peated representations have been made to him to this effect, 
though he has steadily professed to doubt their correctness.' 
We presume that this letter to you will dissipate his doubts 
as to the cause of our action. 

We must confess our surprise that two of the brethren who 
signed the Report, should not have erst inquired into the truth- 
fulness of their alleo:ations against the deacons of the church 
and ourselves. And of the third, it pains us to say that he not 
only knew our motives, but approved them, and signed the 
letter himself, as ''■ the Doctor's best friend," to use his'own ex- 
pression ; ahhough he subsequently erased his signature. 

Can the brethren of that Committee honestly say that they 
have not borne false witness against us'? 

We do notfeel ourselves called upon toespress our opinions 
on an issue which we have not created; or rather, which we 
have expressly repudiated. Nevertheless, to avoid misrepre- 
sentation or misapprehension, thus much we will say, in retrard 
to the vexed question of Slavery and the relations of the pulpit 
thereto. We adhere then, to the terms of our letter to Dr. Chee- 
ver; that we hold the pulpit free "to discuss all questions af- 
feclingor involving moral truth." We hold no opinions which 
we are not willing to have subjected to the most thorough and 
searching scrutiny and analysis, so that it be honestly mad'e; and 
thus do we claim it as our privilege to investigate the opinions of 
others. So then, we do not object to the discussion of the Sla- 
very question. But we do not believe, that good is to begained 
to the cause of Freedom by^iolent objurgation, by abusive epi- 
thets, by elaborate sarcasm, by impetuous denunciation, though 
piled mountain high on its opposers. "Speaking the truth in 
love," we think a better way of securing love for the truth. 

The pulpit, at any rate, we do jiottbink the place for the ful- 
mination of such rhetorical artillery ; whatever necessity or pro- 
priety there may be, if any, for this mode of conducting (he 
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warfare on the common and open buttle field of the press. Nor, 
until the command, "thus saith the Lord," is as direct and 
personal to the Christian minister, as it was to Moses. Jere- 
miah, Ezekielor John, or until he can speak with like divine 
intuition and authority as the Lord Jesus Christ, do we think 
it his right to denounce those who dilfer from him on questions 
of morals or politics, as " hypocrites," " whited sepulchres, full 
ot dead mens' bones and all uncleanness," or lo threaten them 
with the vengeance of Jehovah. 

Nor do we believe that our church is to be built up and strength- 
ened by theconstant intrusion of soexcitingatheme into the 
ears of its members, out of season as well as in season, in the 
ordinary services of the sanctuary, and in the prayers, exhorta- 
tions and talks of the Conference Room. There are other 
things and themes of more direct and pressing importance (o us 
and our families. We drop this subject. 

Our letter to Dr. Checver was placed before you. A series of 
events has grown out of this fact, too important iti their char- 
acter and bearing lo be passed without notice or comment. 

But first, we must ask your attention to some circumstances 
comiected with these subsequent events, which confirm the 
correctness of our judgment on the preceding occurrences to 
which we have already invited your attention. 

These subsequent 

CONFIKMATORY ClRCUMSTAiSCES. 
we now briefly recapitulate. 

1. The public use madehy our pastor of our letter of April 
27th. The whole tenor of that communication, and the mode 
of its presentation^o him — as we have before had occasion 
to remark — Both indicated our expectation of a courteous 
private reply, and our, wish for friendly conference. In- 
stead of this, we w«re, in the face of the congregation, in 
manner, if not in terms, defied to a trial of strength and 
numbers. ■ 

3. At the meeting which he thus invited, our pastor was 
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present, iistening to discussions of which himself was the 
subject ; ready, as the event proved, to mingle in the strife, if 
occasion presented. 

It was on this occasion, whefi deacon Wood, speaking of 
a letter which had been prepared by himself and other breth 
ren relative to the spirit with which the editorial controver- 
sies of some of our religious newspapers had been conduct- 
ed, and which was published about the month of September, 
1855, remarked, " When Prof. Crosby and I called on Dr. 
Cheever, and read him the letter, he said that he would sign 
it, if we would address it also to the Evangelist, and Prof. 
Crosby is my witness," Dr. Cheever sprang up, and, with 
great warmth of manner, retorted, " I never said any such 
thing,'" occasioning calls to order from many in the meeting. 
Whether deacon Wood did or did not speak the truth— of the 
fact that he did, however, he has unimpeachable evidence— 
we yet cannot but think that our pastor's manner of reply was 
not becoming in one who should be " a pattern" to the flock. 
3. At a subsequent (informal) meeting of the church, held 
on the 5th May last, when the proposal was first made to 
modify the standing rules of the church, so as to depose the 
deacons who had become obnoxious to the pastor by their 
faithfulness and independence, it was announced by brother 
.Seth B. Hunt that he was authorized to say that Dr. Cheever 
approved the course that was recommended ; and this was es- 
tablished beyond all denial at the annual meeting by his 
presence, and by the connlenanee which he gave to its 
strange, disorganizing proceedings. We shall presently be 
compelled to recur, and more fully, to this point. Here we 
refer to it as an incident confirming our judgment on his pre- 
vious conduct in office. • 

4. In the same defiant manner, in which he has heretofore 
treated his people, on the occurrence of anything not con- 
sistent with his ideas of #ie submissiveness becoming in 
those who were merely "occupants of pews," immediately 
after the annual meeting he delivered his "David sermon ;" 
printed in the " In dependent" newspaper of the ensuing week, 
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with a textual, in fact with a literal, punctuate accuracy, 
marking its reporter as a consummate adept in his profession. 
Had it indeed, been copied from the manuscript of the author, 
it could not have been nftre true to the original. This ser- 
mon, it is scarcely necessary to say, to those who heard it, or 
to those who read it, displays the same arrogant assumption 
of power and authority for his pulpit, and the same marked 
disregard, not to say contemptuous treatment, of his people, 
which characterized the " muzzled ox sermon ;" and in it were 
likewise to be found the same unwarrantable quotations and 
comments on remarks made to him In private conversation. 

5. At a meeting of the Prudential Committee on the 24th 
June, deacons Wood, Kingsley and Johnson, presented them- 
selves by their right of office ; not acknowledging the lawful- 
ness of the proceedings of the annual meeting, and never 
having been notified of their deposition. 

On entering the room, deacon Wood, addressing the pastor 
as the lawful moderator of the meeting, said, 

"Dr. Cheever, we have called to ask you, as chairman of 
the Prudential Committee, if you consider the action of the 
church, at its annual meeting, as vacating our office as 
deacons ?" 

To which enquiry Dr. Cheever replied, " I do, most un- 
doubtedly." 

Mr. Wood then said, " We consider the action of the 
church towards us, as its officers, as revolutionary, unjust 
and contrary to its principles and rules, without our resigna- 
tion or deposition after trial," The deacons then retired, 

When passing out of the house. Dr. Cheever said to these 
brethren, that the action of the church " was entirely revo- 
lutionary accordiil^ to the rules, and that it was designed 
from the start, to displace the deacons." 

If this frank avowal-does not bring the pastor and those 
who thus "designed" with him, into the attitude of con- 
spirators against the peace and harmony of the church of 
Christ, against the respect and veneration always due to law, 
against the characters, influence and good name of Christian 
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brethren, invested with high and holy fanctioiis — then are we 
at a loss how to estimate the moral bearing and relations of 
any act evidently devised and executed in the spirit of the 
unholy maxim, that " the end jtistiiies the means." 

Thus much have we to say of circumstances transpiring 
since the delivery of our letter of April 27th, and which we 
conceive do most fully demonstrate the correctness of our 
judgmonton antecedent events. 

Hern would we fain rest. Our task thus far has made us 
sick at heart. And could we, with jusljce to the cause of 
truth and righteousness, here close our appeal and vindica- 
tion, most gladly would we drop the pen. But the collateral 
matters growing out of the use made of our letter to the 
pastor, are scarcely second in importance to the question we 
submitted to him. To these we must now address ourselves. 

OF THE ANNUAL MEETING. 

You are aware, dear brethren, that our pastor, annoanciim- 
the annual meeting of the Church, in the monthof June, urged 
the attendance of all, both males and females. You are aware 
too, that the call was heeded, according to his wish; and that 
there were present, not only a large portion of the female mem- 
bers of the Church, but many strangers. And not these alone 
but that reporters were there from the secular press of our cily ■ 
and that the proceedings of this meeting have been published 
far and wide. Onr doings have thus gone before the whole 
world for revision and judgment. A necessity is therefore laid 
upon us, to sec that the record and history of that hour be true . 
and impartial. 

We invite your attention then, first of all, to the singular rul- 
ing and conduct of ^thc (5iair. An unsettled clergyman, who 
hadbut quite recently connected himself with our church was 
selected as the presiding officerof the evening. 

The pastor of the church, who was present at the organiza- . 
tion of the meeting, ha*-ing left temporarily, the chairman, al- 
though properly requested, refused to call upon one of the dea- 
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cons whu was present, for the Annual Report of the Prudenlinl 
Committee, assi^nina; as his excuse, the absence of the pastor, 
who is the Chairman of that Committee ; and after his return 
to the meeting, the chairnmn, when his attention was a^aiii 
called to this matter, still persisted in his refusal. 

The provision of the 6th Standing Rnle, that the records of 
the last vear shall be read at the Annnal Meeting, was thus ar- 
bitrarily set aside ; and information, which ought first of all to 
have been placed before us, for guidance in the duties of the oc- 
casion, and without which we could not legislate intelligently 
on any subject, was'entirely withheld from the church. This 
record, by the 3d and 5th rules, is designed to furnish the 
church with a statement of its condition and its history during 
the year, a chronological list of members, Occ. 

Tile 6th rule provides that at the annual meeting, the cata- 
logue of members shall be revised. To this duty the attention 
of tile chair was also invited ; but hepersistently refused to call 
the church to the performance of it, alleging for his justification, 
that the records were not there ; for which, as we have just 
stated, he refused to ask. We were thus debarred the opportu- 
nity at a subsequent stage of the proceedings, of calling for the 
ayes and noes. 

He was in haste, however,' to say to the meeting, that tlie 
Special Committee appointed at a previous (irregularly 
called) meeting of the church would present their " Report." 
Having succeeded in forcing this business upon the meeting, 
he arbitrarily refused to pay the slightest a.ttention to the 
question of its reception, which was raised by a member oi' 
the church, deciding that this never was considered in parlia- 
mentarj- practice. How far this ruling is in conformity with 
parliamentary lavv,%iay be seen by reference to See. 37 of 
Jefferson's Manual, where it is distinctly laid down that 
when the chairman of a committee offers a report "he or any 
other member may m»ve that it now be received." This mo- 
tion always legitimatelyopens up every consideration affect- 
ing the propriety of action on a report. 

Pending the discussion on its adoption, in reply to an in- 
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quiry, he said that the motion would be first on the adoption 
of the "Report" proper, and that afterwards the question 
would come up separately on the adoption of the amendments 
proposed to the Standing Rules^; but when the adoption was 
carried, he then ruled that the vote carried ail these amend- 
ments ! The discussion having been conducted with sole 
reference to the formality of the antecedent proceedings, not 
one word was then said, nor was there a chance afforded for 
it to be said, for or aj^ainst the amendments proposed by the 
" Committee." 

Here it is aJso proper U» remark, that so careless was he 
of the manifest duties of his station, that he allowed, or at 
least overlooked, the withdrawal of the " Report" from the 
table ami the meeting,* hy which occurrence it happened 
that the meeting acted upon this document after but one 
solitary reading even of the radical amendments proposed 
to the Standing Rules, and when it was not, in fact, even 
before them, for reference and information. Apart from the 
select few who had been concerned in the concoction of 
this document, it may be safely said that the church did 
not know upon what they were voting. Whether this be 
the usage of the Congregational churches of New England, 
we are not informed. We should rather suppose that in all 
well-regulated associations, religious or otherwise, there or 
elsewhere, such proceedings would be considered some- 
what arbitrary and loose. 

'I'o still another outrage on all pi-opriety, and on the 
rights oJ' the minority, we must ask your attention. The 
Chair utterly refused to suffer a call of the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of this '^Report." Thus, although it now 
appears by the minutes J^at the amendments to the rules 
were carried by a two-thirds vote, yet we have no evidence 
oC the truth of the record. It was a standing vote, and, 
doubtless, the result appeared to be as declared by the tellers ; 

' From the fact of its appearance iii the papers of the ejisuiiig morning 
It i« presumable that it was etftrusted to a reporter, for tlie enlightenment of 
tlie public mind. 
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but mjAo voted, we know not. This we do know, that there 
were many persons in the meeting who were not members of 
the church, or even of the congregation. And this we verily 
believe ; could the church be fairly polled, the legal members 
only voting, there would not be found the number necessary to 
amend the rules. 

But this refusal to allow the yeas and nays, is an act of too 
serious a character to be allowed to pass without a word of 
further comment. So fundamentally important is this right 
to require a record by name of votes in assemblies of a self- 
governing community, regarded by wise and considerate 
men, that even the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides. Art. 1, Sec. 5, that " the yeas and nays of the members 
of either House, on any question, shall, at the desire of one- 
fifth of those present, be entered on the journal." And the 
Constitution of our own State still more carefully guards the 
rights of minorities. Art, 3, Sec. 15, provides that " no bill 
shall be passed" unless, inter alia, " the yeas and nays be en- 
tered on the journal,"* 



• If additional testimony be reiiiiired to eonfirm the correctness of our 
judifment, we find it in the unvarying recognition of this right in the Con- 
stitutions of all the States in the Union, save three, Maryland, Virginia 
and South Carolina. We give aii analysis of their respective provisions : 
The Yeas and Nays are to be entered on the Journals of either Housa 
of the Legislature, on the demand of 
line fifth of members present— United States — 

and States of Maine, Rhode Ishind, Coimeclicut, 

New Jersey and Michigan ; 
one sixth of members present — Wisconsin ; 
any one member— New Hampshire, Vermont, Delaware ; 
u two " — Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Georgia, 

Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, Tennessee, 

Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Iowa ; 
" three " — Mississippi, Tesas and California ; 
■■ five " ^MisMuri, Arkansas; 

on the vote on all bills returned by the Governor — Massachusetts ; 
ort the final vote on all friT/j— New York. 
No provision on the subject— Maryland, Virginia and South Oaroliiia. 

When this testimony was alluded to at the church meeting of July 16th, 
one of the brethren of the fcajority (a lawyer,) attempted to parry its force 
bv replying, that SUte Legislatures were only representative bodies ! As 
thoagh there were some distract right in the uncertain, capricious despo- 
tism of chance majbrities in a pure democracy ! Admirable ethics for a 
Christian church ! 
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Thus, in total disregard of a rule of action to the right- 
eousness of which such emphatic testimony stands recorded, 
did the chairman of our meeting force upon tlie church his 
own judgment, in a matter involving some of our dearest 
rights as Congregationa lists, and affecting the good name of 
the three brethren who have for years faithfully performed 
the work of deacons to us all and our families. 

Before calling your attention to the Report itself, and to 
the amendments it recommended to our Standing Rules, we 
must ask your consideration of the character and effect of 
the proceedings by which the " Revolution " has been ac- 
complished. 

Long and anxious were the discussions of the brethren 
who, in the infancy of our enterprise, prepared the Rules un- 
der which we have lived harmoniously to this day. They 
saw clearly that the good order and peace of the church, its 
purity of doctrine, and the maintainance of its position 
amongst churches of different forms of government, could 
only be secured by so guarding our Rules as that they could 
not be rashly and hastily overthrown. Hence the provision 
of the 13th Rule, that "The confession of faith, covenant, 
rules and declaratory principles governing the church, 
shall not be altered, except by a vote of two-thirds of the 
members present and voting, at an annual meeting ; such 
alteration having been proposed in writing at a previous bu- 
siness meeting." Hence also the provision in the 6th Rule, 
that " Special meetings for business shall be called by the 
clerk, by notice from the pulpit, upon requisition often male 
members, presented to him in writing." Hence, too, the sol- 
emn obligation incorpo^ted into the "Covenant," which 
candidates are required to assume on uniting with the 
church : " With this church, into which you now enter in 
communion, you engage, by 'the grace of God, to walk ac- 
cording to all the instructions of the Gospel, earnestly seek- 
ing its peace, edification and purity, submitting to its rules 
of government and discipline, and constantly endeavoring to 
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grow in grace and in the knowledge of our Lord and Savior 
Jesus Christ." 

Now, it was acknowledged at the annual meeting that the 
requisition for the special 'ineeting, at which the alteration 
of the Rules relative to the officers of the Church was initia- 
ted, was not prepared until the evening of the Saturday pre- 
ceding the Sabbath when the meeting was called. On the 
morning of the Sabbath, when inquiry was made for the 
clerk, he could not be found ; and thus the call, as read from 
the pulpit, was in manifest violation of the Kule which we 
have quoted. This should have been observed at the time 
by the pastor, and the notice suppressed. But this, it seems, 
was the public " start " of the scheme to get rid of the ob- 
noxious deacons. And all who participated in it seem to 
have been heedless of the manner in which they accomplished 
the work. 

The attention of the Church was called to these irregulari- 
ties at the annual meeting ; but here, too, laws seemed to go 
for naught, and covenant vows were regarded as no hin- 
drances to the success of the " Revolution." 

Consider now the effect of these doings. The only secu- 
rity — your Rules — for the maintenance of your Confession 
of Faith is gone. The church has virtually decided that the 
expediency of the hour, the triumph of a party, the blind sup- 
port of a pastor, may justify the overthrow of these safe- 
guards. 

So likewise it has devised and established a scheme by 
which an artful majority may get rid of a pastor who has 
become distasteful to them. The third Rule provides that 
" The permanent officers of this church shall be a pastor or 
pastors, and deacoiit." The church claims to have amended 
this, so far as The deacons are concerned. But by the same 
process by which this result is secured — if it be secured — the 
pastor may be as supimarily turned out of office, " naked, 
penniless, friendless." Remember, that your pastor holds his 
relations to you by no other tenure than your mutiial assent 
to the Rules of the Association. 
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And let us remind you, too, that a single decision of the 
ehuroh, legally had, is final in all questions of our internal 
polity. The only possibility of a review, is such a presenta- 
tion of truth to the conscience of the majority as wi!l lead 
them to retrace their steps. Our only Court for the correc- 
tion of Errors is this conscience of the majority. But the 
evidence lies strewn all along the pathway of history, that 
no fortress is so impregnable as the conscience of him who 
holds power in his hand. And liiis is as true of communities 
as of individuals, Alas ! too seldom is it that Grace throws 
back the bolt, even when Truth knocks at the gate, if her 
entrance does but intimate capitulation. 

Christian brethren, your triumph is dearly purchased. 



THE REPORT OF MESSRS. ABERNETHY, CHESTER 

AND HARVEY. 

It remains for us to ask your attention to some of the alle- 
g'ations contained in this Report, and malters intimately con- 
nected therewith. 

And First, as to its strangely frank and uno;uarded avowal of 
the motives which prompted these brethren to recommend the 
alteration in the Standing Rules, relative to deacons. 

Their first pregnant remark is — "The only rule of great im- 
portance, whether considered on general principles, or v/ith 
reference to the present necessities of the church, is the one 
from which ahfo tenure is inferred in the deaconship." And 
again they say, '■ Your Committee deem it the part of Chrisiian 
frankness to declare, without disguise, yet in all courtesy, the 
reasons why they believ^what is fit and wise at all times as to 
this office, is of imperative necessity in this church, at this 
time." They then proceed with averments respecting the action 
of the deacons— especially of hvo of them— the truth of which 
it would have been well for them to have more carefnlly investi- 
gated, before venturing to make them thus publicly; and they 
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conclude this paragraph with the remarkj "The church can- 
not safely confide in men, as its representatives, who thus seek, 
of their own will, and without the voice of the church, or 
even calling for an open expression of its wishes, to sunder the 
ties of pastor and people." Divested of their apologetic verbiage, 
the simple meaning of these paragraphs is, that to get clear sum- 
marily of the deacons whose faithfulness and independence had 
made them unacceptable to the pastor, the church would be 
justified in overthrowing its fundamental law ; in other words, 
for the gratification of the wishes, passions and prejudices of the 
moment, it is right to tamper with principles eterna! and unvary- 
ing in their nature ! — "If the foundations be destroyed, what 
can the righteous do 1" Of what value is any Rule which you 
have established, or obligation which yon haveassumed, if they 
may thus be blown about with the changing winds of the hour ? 
Has the church a "sure foundation stone," or like the tent of 
thewandering Arab, may its principles be folded up and pitched 
anew, wherever expediency suggests, or human passion dic- 
tates? 

The Report throughout aims to affix a stigma to the signers 
of the letter ; and especially points to the deacons as the ori- 
ginators and managers of our movement. We will relieve 
them from the obloquy. The dissatisfaction in the church, 
as we have already had occasion to remark, is of long stand- 
ing. Many have left on account of it. But the signers of 
the letter chose a different course. They met and counselled 
with each other. They discussed the propriety of "invoking 
the advice of the church." But they concluded that this 
would be tantamount to invoking a feud with the pastor. 
The suggestion of opening our feelings to him by a letter, did 
not originate with «ither of the deacons, and it was only 
after much consideration that they assented to its propriety. 
Instead of their " activity in getting it up, and procuring sig- 
natures," nearly all tljp names were signed on the spot when 
the letter was considered and adopted. Thus much for the 
truth of the char^ges against the deacons; and for the pre- 
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sumption of making allegations, the truth of which was 
never investigated, the ground work of such radical action as 
that of the annual meeting. 

Respecting these brethren, who have been treated with so 
much contumely and injustice, we deem it a privilege to bear 
witness. Mr. Wood was one oi the originators of the church, 
and the first one chosen of its officers. He had already won 
for himself a " good report " as a deacon iu the Presbyterian 
church, under the care of Rev. Dr. Spring. Mr. Kingsley 
was set apart to the office in the year 1852, having served as 
a deacon in the Presbyterian Church, under the pastorate of 
Ur. Thos. McAuley ; and Mr. Johnson was appointed to the 
office in the year 1854, having just previous to his uniting 
with us, been elected an elder in a newly formed Presbyte- 
rian Church in this city. These brethren have been faithful 
to the duties entrusted to them. In ministering to the sick 
and the needy ; in their intercourse with the families of the 
congregation ; in their remarkably uniform attendance at tlie 
public and social services of the church ; by their judicious 
demeanor, their faithfulness and punctuality in the discharge 
of duty, and their personal co-operation in the Sabbath 
Schools,— they had secured for themselves the respect, confi- 
dence and affection of those still in our connection, and of 
the many families who have, first and last, made our church 
a temporary resting place. If ever there was a whisper 
against fhcir character, their discretion, their judgment, until 
a sense of duty impelled them to remonstrate with our pastor 
iu matters which they deemed rightly coming within the 
range of their office, we have yet to learn it. That they, in 
common with all the members of the last Prudential Com- 
mittee, save one, three-fowths of the Trustees, and others, 
who have felt constr&ined to make the same complaints, and 
some of whom have left us in.despair, should now be found 
nil to be in the wrong, is o^e of the anomalies which now 
and then startle society, but whose delusive appearances are 
apt soon to pass away., 
It should not be overlooked that the deacons are of co-ordi- 
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